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1 This standard was subsequently renamed Light
Vehicle Brake Systems.

additional copy of all pleadings must
also be sent to Janice M. Myles,
Common Carrier Bureau, FCC, 445 12th
Street, S.W., Room 5–C327, Washington,
D.C. 20554, and to the Commission’s
contractor for public service records
duplication, ITS, 1231 20th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.
Comments and reply comments will be
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
FCC’s Reference Center, 445 12th Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20554. Copies
also can be obtained from ITS at 1231
20th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20036, or by calling ITS at (202) 857–
3800 or faxing ITS at (202) 857–3805.

55. Parties are required to file a copy
of all pleadings electronically via the
Internet to <http://www.fcc.gov/e-file-
ecfs.html>. Generally, only one copy of
an electronic submission must be filed.
If multiple docket or rulemaking
numbers appear in the caption of this
proceeding, however, commenters must
transmit one electronic copy of the
comments for each docket or
rulemaking number referenced in the
caption. In completing the transmittal
screen, commenters should include
their full name, Postal Service mailing
address, and the applicable docket or
rulemaking number. Parties may also
submit an electronic comment by
Internet e-mail. To get filing instructions
for e-mail comments commenters
should send an e-mail to ecfs@fcc.gov,
and should include the following words
in the body of the message, ‘‘get form,
your e-mail address.’’ A sample form
and directions will be sent in reply.

56. We will treat this proceeding as
permit-but-disclose for purposes of the
Commission’s ex parte rules. See
generally 47 CFR 1.1200–1.1216. Parties
making oral ex parte presentations are
reminded that memoranda summarizing
the presentation must contain a
summary of the substance of the
presentation and not merely a listing of
the subjects discussed. More than a one
or two sentence description of the views
and arguments presented is generally
required. See 47 CFR 1.1206(b)(2), as
revised. Other rules pertaining to oral
and written presentations are set forth
in section 1.1206(b) as well. Interested
parties are to file with the Secretary,
FCC, and serve Janice Myles and ITS,
with copies of any written ex parte
presentations or summaries of oral ex
parte presentations in these proceedings
in the manner specified.

V. Ordering Clauses
57. Accordingly, it is ordered that

pursuant to Sections 1, 3, 4, 201–205,
251, 252, 254, 256, and 271 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as

amended, 47 U.S.C. 151, 153, 154, 251,
252, 256, and 271, the second further
notice of proposed rulemaking is hereby
adopted.

58. It is further ordered that, the
Office of Public Affairs, Reference
Operations Division shall send a copy of
this second further notice of proposed
rulemaking, including the SIRFA, to the
Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the Small
Business Administration, in accordance
with section 603(a) of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.
(1981).
Federal Communications Commission.
William F. Caton,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 99–10307 Filed 4–23–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

49 CFR Part 571

[Docket NHTSA 99–5546]

RIN 2127–AH30

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standards: Light Vehicle Brake
Systems

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Withdrawal of rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This action withdraws a
rulemaking action initiated with the
issuance of a proposal in 1996. In that
proposal, NHTSA proposed to extend
the requirements of the passenger car
brake system standard to trucks, buses,
and multipurpose passenger vehicles
with a gross vehicle weight rating
(GVWR) of 4,536 kilograms (10,000
pounds) or less. In a 1997 final rule,
NHTSA extended the passenger car
brake requirements to trucks, buses, and
multipurpose passenger vehicles with
GVWRs of 3,500 kilograms (7,716
pounds) or less. At that time, the agency
deferred its decision on the issue of
whether to include vehicles with
GVWRs between 3,501 kilograms and
4,536 kilograms.

NHTSA believes that the limited
safety benefit that could be derived from
requiring these vehicles to comply with
Standard No. 135 would not be justified
by the considerable costs and burden of
redesigning their brake systems. In
response to comments by the vehicle
manufacturers about the proposal,
NHTSA conducted the passenger car
brake sequence tests on four late-model

vehicles with GVWRs between 3,501
kilograms and 4,536 kilograms. All
vehicles were tested to the hydraulic
brake standard, which specifies
performance standards for hydraulic
braking systems on hydraulically-braked
vehicles with a GVWR greater than
3,500 kilograms (7,716 pounds). All of
the tested vehicles failed some aspect(s)
of the test sequence, tending to confirm
manufacturers’ assertions that redesign
of the braking systems of vehicles in this
category may be necessary to meet the
passenger car brake standard.
Accordingly, NHTSA is withdrawing
the rulemaking action initiated in 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
technical issues: Mr. Samuel Daniel, Jr.,
Safety Standards Engineer, Office of
Crash Avoidance Standards, Vehicle
Dynamics Division, 400 Seventh Street,
SW, room 5307, Washington, DC 20590;
telephone (202) 366–2720; fax (202)
493–2739.

For legal issues: Mr. Walter Myers,
Attorney-Advisor, Office of the Chief
Counsel, National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh
Street, SW, room 5219, Washington, DC
20590.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Background

(1) Rulemaking History

In order to harmonize U.S. brake
standards with international brake
standards, NHTSA published a final
rule on February 2, 1995, establishing a
new Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard (Standard) No. 135, Passenger
car brake systems (60 FR 6411).1 This
new standard replaced Standard No.
105, Hydraulic brake systems, insofar as
Standard No. 105 applied to passenger
cars.

On May 2, 1996, NHTSA published a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
proposing to extend the applicability of
Standard No. 135 to all multipurpose
passenger vehicles, trucks, and buses
with GVWRs of 4,536 kilograms (kg)
(10,000 pounds (lbs)) or less (61 FR
19602) (hereinafter referred to as
‘‘LTVs,’’ meaning light trucks and vans).
The agency stated in the NPRM that the
extension of the provisions of Standard
No. 135 to LTVs would be consistent
with the agency’s policy of achieving
international harmonization wherever
possible and consistent with the
agency’s statutory mandate to increase
motor vehicle safety in the U.S.

NHTSA received 8 comments in
response to the NPRM, 5 from vehicle
manufacturers, 2 from vehicle trade
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associations, and 1 from a safety
advocacy group. Most of the vehicle
manufacturers and the American
Automobile Manufacturers Association
commented that compliance with
Standard No. 135 may require major
modification of the brake systems of
vehicles with GVWRs above 3,629 kg
(8,000 lbs). They asserted that brake
performance requirements in Standard
No. 135 are more stringent than those in
Standard No. 105. They argued that,
because of the heavier weight range of
these vehicles, they may not be able to
meet the requirements of Standard No.
135 without substantial brake system
redesign. They further commented that
brake systems on vehicles with GVWRs
greater than 8,000 lbs may have
undesirable consumer characteristics
such as increased noise, wear, and pedal
travel if required to meet Standard No.
135 requirements.

In response to those comments,
NHTSA decided to extend the
applicability of Standard No. 135 only
to those with GVWRs of 3,500 kg (7,716
lbs) or less, and reserved for possible
later action the issue of whether to
further extend those requirements to
LTVs with GVWRs between 3,501 kg
and 4,536 kg. Consequently, on
September 30, 1997, NHTSA published
a final rule in the Federal Register
extending the provisions of Standard
No. 135 to trucks, buses, and
multipurpose passenger vehicles with
GVWRs of 3,500 kg (7,716 lbs) or less,
effective December 1, 1997, and
becoming mandatory for these vehicles
beginning September 1, 2002 (62 FR
51064). The agency stated, however,
that the issue of extending the
applicability of Standard No. 135 to
vehicles with GVWRs between 3,501 kg
(7,716 lbs) and 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs)
would be separately addressed after
reviewing brake test data submitted by
Ford Motor Company (Ford) and the
agency’s own testing and analysis of
vehicles in this weight range.

(2) Harmonization Considerations
The European equivalent of Standard

No. 135 is ECE R13–H, which is
applicable to passenger vehicles with a
maximum seating capacity of nine. This
category of vehicles is designated as the
‘‘M1’’ category. Although this category
of vehicles has no weight classification,
the weight of such vehicles rarely
exceeds 3,175 kg (7,000 lbs). NHTSA’s
proposal to extend the applicability of
Standard No. 135 to vehicles with
GVWRs of 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs) or less
would have extended the applicability
of Standard No. 135 to vehicles in as
many as 4 European vehicle classes not
covered by R13–H, such as categories

M2, M3, N2, and N3. In the interest of
maintaining harmonization as nearly as
possible with European standards,
however, the agency believed 3,500 kg
(7,716 lbs) rather than 3,629 kg (8,000
lbs) to be the logical breakpoint for the
applicability of Standard No. 135 since
this value is also used in the European
system as the maximum GVWR for the
‘‘N1’’ category, which designates light
non-passenger vehicles.

(3) Test Data
Because of the comments of vehicle

manufacturers that some of their
vehicles between 3,629 kg (8,000 lbs)
and 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs) would not be
able to comply with all the requirements
of Standard No. 135, NHTSA conducted
the current brake test sequence of
Standard No. 135 on 4 late-model
domestic trucks and vans in that GVWR
range at the agency’s Vehicle Research
and Test Center (VRTC). Two pickup
trucks and 2 full-size vans were leased
for the testing. All had front disc and
rear drum brakes, fixed proportioning
valves, and front/rear hydraulic circuit
splits. Two were equipped with rear-
axle-only antilock brake systems (ABS),
while the other two were equipped with
4-wheel ABS. The vehicles were
instrumented as necessary to perform
the Standard No. 135 test sequence,
excluding the torque wheel portion of
the sequence. Additional stops were
made for certain portions of the test
using a 700-Newton (N) pedal force in
the cold effectiveness, engine off,
hydraulic circuit failure, and failed
power assist tests. These higher pedal
force stops were made to collect data on
stopping capability in response to the
NPRM comments of some vehicle
manufacturers. These additional stops
were made only if there had been no
wheel lockup during stops utilizing the
currently-prescribed 500–N pedal force.
Had there been wheel lockup with a
pedal force of 500 N, higher pedal forces
would not have improved the stopping
performance of the vehicles concerned.
The test report, entitled ‘‘Extension of
FMVSS No. 135 to 8000–10,000 Pound
Vehicles,’’ has been placed in the
agency’s docket (Docket 85–06, Notice
13–001).

The tests confirmed that extending
the current requirements of Standard
No. 135 to vehicles in the 3,629 kg
(8,000 lbs) to 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs)
weight range would pose compliance
problems for them unless their brake
systems were modified, possibly
extensively. NHTSA found that the
tested vehicles were unable to achieve
the specified passenger car brake
performance level in a number of the
test sections. The failed hydraulic

circuit tests, S7.10 (front circuit),
resulted in three of the four vehicles
failing to meet the requirements for the
lightly loaded condition, a stopping
distance of 168 m from a speed of 100
km/h. The Ford E–350 stopped in
approximately 210 m, the Ford F–350
stopped in approximately 280 m, and
the Dodge Ram 2500 stopped in
approximately 195 m.

The brake power assist unit
inoperative test, S7.11, resulted in all
four vehicles failing to meet the
requirement of a 168 m stopping
distance from a speed of 100 km/h with
a maximum pedal force of 500 N. Both
the Dodge Ram and the GM G30 had a
stopping distance of over 300 m when
tested with a maximum pedal force of
500 N. When tested with a pedal force
of 700 N, the Dodge Ram had a stopping
distance of approximately 280 m, and
the GM G30 had a stopping distance of
approximately 220 m. The remaining
two vehicles passed the test with the
700 N pedal force allowance.

None of the vehicles passed all parts
of the hot performance and recovery
performance tests, S7.14 and S7.16,
respectively. The performance
requirements in S7.14 (first stop) and
S7.16 are calculated for each vehicle
based on its measured stopping distance
and its average deceleration achieved
during the shortest cold effectiveness
stop in S7.5, Cold Effectiveness. With
regard to the first of two hot stops
required, the Ford F–350 stopped in a
distance of approximately 116 m,
thereby exceeding the required stopping
distance of 104 m. The Dodge Ram
stopped in approximately 118 m,
exceeding the required stopping
distance for the vehicle of 100 m. In the
second hot performance stop, the Ford
F–350, the Dodge Ram, and the GM G30
failed to meet the 89 m stopping
requirement with a maximum pedal
force of 500 N. The F–350 required
approximately 115 m, the Ram required
approximately 105 m, and the G30
required approximately 99 m to stop
from 100 km/h. At a 700 N maximum
pedal force allowance, the Dodge Ram
and the GM G30 both failed the 89 m
requirement, with the Ram requiring
approximately 104 m, and the G30
requiring approximately 93 m to stop
from 100 km/h.

The Dodge Ram was the only vehicle
to fail the recovery test (upper limit)
with both a 500 N and a 700 N pedal
force limit. At 500 N, the Ram required
approximately 102 m to stop from a
speed of 100 km/h and this vehicle
required approximately 100 m to stop
with the 700 N pedal force limit thereby
exceeding the required stopping
distance of 86 m. The Ford F–350 failed
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the recovery test when tested with the
500 N pedal force limit, with a stopping
distance of 93 m, exceeding the
maximum allowable distance of 91 m.
At a maximum pedal force of 700 N, the
F–350 stopping distance was
approximately 83 m, passing the
recovery test requirements. The Ford E–
350 and the GM G30 met the stopping
distance requirements for the recovery
test at both 500 N and 700 N maximum
pedal force.

B. Discussion
In the September 30, 1997 final rule,

the agency estimated annual sales of
LTVs with GVWRs between 3,500 kg
(7,716 lbs) and 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs) to
be 0.5 to 0.7 million, or about 10 to 13
percent of all LTVs sold with GVWRs
less than 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs). The
agency stated that, based on such a low
production volume, brake system
redesign for such vehicles without
sufficient leadtime could be particularly
burdensome. Based on the FMVSS No.
135 performance tests failed by these
vehicles, it is apparent that several
brake sub-systems would need
modification to meet all the
requirements of the standard. The
failure to meet the requirements of the
hydraulic circuit failure test, S7.10
(front circuit), indicates that more
braking capacity is required by the front
brakes or the circuits could be modified
such that each circuit contains one front
and one rear brake, a common design for
passenger cars. In order to meet the
brake power assist unit inoperative
requirements, the braking capability of
the foundation brake system would have
to be improved, which would require
larger surface areas for the friction
components, larger force actuation
components (calipers and wheel
cylinders), or a modification to master
cylinder to allow for lower pedal force.
To meet the hot and recovery
performance requirements, S7.14 and
S7.16, additional heat venting of the
primary braking components at each
wheel, or larger components requiring
less stress or pressure on force actuation
and friction components would be
required to reduce fade.

Further, virtually all brake sub-
systems on the vehicles tested would
have to undergo some modification to
meet all the FMVSS 135 requirements,
since their brake systems are not
currently designed to meet the sub-
system failure tests in the standard. As
previously stated, the resulting brake
systems could have undesirable
consumer characteristics such as
increased noise, wear, and pedal travel.

Review of the National Automotive
Sampling System (NASS) crash data for

the calendar years 1995–1997 indicates
that light trucks and vans (LTVs) with
a GVWR below 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs.)
were involved annually in about
1,018,130 crashes that resulted in non-
serious injuries. From the same data
base, LTVs with a GVWR between 3,500
and 4,536 kg (7,716 and 10,000 lbs.)
were involved annually in about 55,270
crashes that resulted in non-serious
injuries, or about 5.4 percent of the total
LTV non-serious crash experience. The
total LTV population was involved
annually in about 46,940 crashes that
resulted in serious injuries, based on the
NASS files. LTVs with a GVWR between
3,500 and 4,536 kg were involved in
about 3,050 of these crashes, or about
6.5 percent of the total annual LTV
crash experience in which serious
injuries occurred. Regarding fatal
crashes, data from the Fatality Analysis
Reporting System (FARS) for the
calendar year 1996 show that LTVs with
a GVWR of 4,536 kg or less were
involved in 11,035 crashes resulting in
fatal injuries. LTVs with a GVWR
between 3,500 and 4,536 kg were
involved in 1,267 crashes that resulted
in fatality in 1996, or about 11.5 percent
of the total fatalities involving LTVs that
year. The NASS data for 1995–1997
were also queried for evidence of brake
performance problems that could be
obtained from the crash experience data.
The data indicate that braking was an
LTV crash avoidance action in about
26.7 percent of tow away crashes
involving LTVs with a GVWR of 4,536
kg or less. For LTVs with a GVWR
between 3,500 and 4,536 kg, braking
was an LTV crash avoidance action in
about 21.8 percent of the tow away
crashes. Braking was an LTV crash
avoidance action in about 8.6 percent of
crashes resulting in fatality, according to
the 1996 FARS, while LTV braking was
a crash avoidance action in about 12.2
percent of the fatal crashes involving
with LTV in the 3,500 to 4,536 kg range.

The agency estimates that LTVs with
a GVWR between 3,500 and 4,536 kg
constitute about 10–13 percent of all
registered LTVs, which is consistent
with their annual production and sales
figures in the recent past. The market
share of LTVs has increased
dramatically over the past five years
when compared to the increase in total
production of vehicles with a GVWR of
4,536 kg or less. However, the vast
majority of the vehicles that are
penetrating the passenger cars market
are light trucks and vans with a GVWR
under 3,500 kg, which are being driven
as an alternative to passenger cars.
Vehicles with a GVWR between 3,500
and 4,536 kg are primarily commercial

vehicles, vans and pick-up trucks driven
mostly by business organizations to
deliver goods and services during
business hours. The crash data and
crash avoidance action data show that
these vehicles are under represented in
terms of crash frequency when
compared to their portion of the LTV
population. The fatal crash frequency
for these vehicles is consistent with
their estimated numbers as a percentage
of the LTV population, as is the
frequency in which braking is reported
as a crash avoidance action. These data
strongly indicate that there are no
inordinate crash or braking problems
associated with LTVs in the 3,500 to
4,536 kg weight range.

Although specific manufacturer
design strategies are not known to the
agency, and resulting costs cannot be
precisely quantified, the agency believes
that the potential safety benefits of
modifying vehicles in the 3,500 to 4,536
kg weight range to meet the
requirements of Standard No. 135 are
not substantial enough to justify the
expected costs of these modifications.
As previously stated, vehicles in this
weight range are estimated to represent
about 10 to 13 percent of all trucks and
vans with a GVWR below 10,000 lbs.
Sport utility and passenger vehicles in
this weight range, such as the Chevy
Suburban are estimated to represent a
small portion of the total vehicles in this
weight range.

The two regulatory options available
in selecting the appropriate brake
system standard for vehicles in this
weight range are: (1) keeping them in
Standard No. 105, or (2) further
extending the applicability of Standard
No. 135 to include them. Keeping them
under Standard No. 105 appears to be
the more appropriate option, given that
Standard No. 135 was originally
developed to harmonize passenger car
braking standards with vehicles under
the ECE regulations for light passenger
vehicles, which are in the M1 category.
Even if Standard No. 135 is modified to
permit a brake pedal force of 700 N, this
would not improve sufficiently the
performance of many of the vehicles in
the 3,500–4,536 kg weight range to bring
them into compliance with many of the
stopping distance requirements in
Standard No. 135. Standard No. 105
allows stopping distance requirements
for vehicles with a GVWR between
3,500 and 4,536 kg in this weight range
which are slightly longer than the
distance allowed for smaller vehicles.
Standard No. 135 specifies wheel lock
sequence performance to address
directional stability during braking,
while Standard No. 105 has no similar
requirements. On the other hand, the
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pre-burnish test, the water test, and the
dynamic emergency brake test of
Standard No. 105 are not included in
Standard No. 135.

C. Agency Decision

NHTSA has decided that Standard
No. 105 should continue to apply to
vehicles with GVWRs between 3,501 kg
(7,716 lbs.) and 4,536 kg (10,000 lbs.) for
continuity with current requirements.
Continuing to require vehicles with a
GVWR above 3,500 kg (7,716 lbs.) to
comply with Standard No. 105 would
provide most of the safety benefits of
Standard No. 135, while eliminating the
need for possibly significant brake
system redesign if such vehicles were
required to comply with Standard No.
135. NHTSA believes that, given the
relatively low sales volume of these
vehicles, redesign of their brake systems
would be particularly burdensome and
any safety benefits would be limited.

In addition, extending Standard No.
135 to vehicles in the 3,501–4,536 kg
weight category would unnecessarily
move the standard away from
harmonization with its European
counterpart, ECE R13–H. Standard No.
135 was established in the first instance
pursuant to NHTSA’s ongoing efforts to
harmonize its passenger car braking
standards with international standards,
consistent with the agency’s statutory
mandate to increase motor vehicle
safety. By continuing to align the
vehicle applicability of Standard No.
135 with the ECE categories M1 and N1,
the agency will ensure that future
harmonization efforts will be easier to
implement. The vehicles to which
Standard No. 135 apply will continue to
be equivalent to the vehicles covered by
ECE categories M1 and N1. Standard
No. 105 will continue to apply to trucks,
buses, and multipurpose passenger
vehicles, the equivalent to ECE
categories M2, M3, N2, and N3. NHTSA
believes, therefore, that alignment of its
standards in that way will facilitate the
implementation of future harmonization
efforts.

In view of the above, the agency
withdraws the rulemaking action that it
initiated in its May 1996 NPRM.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 322, 30111, 30115,
30117, and 30166; delegation of authority at
49 CFR 1.50.

Issued on April 20, 1999.

Ricardo Martinez,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 99–10317 Filed 4–23–99; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910–59–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 223, 224, and 226

[I.D. 121198A and 033198A]

Endangered and Threatened Species;
Extension of Comment Period and
Notice of Public Hearings on Proposed
Designation of Critical Habitat for West
Coast Steelhead; Notice of Public
Hearings on Proposed De-listing of
Umpqua River Cutthroat Trout

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
ACTION: Proposed rule; public hearings
and extension of public comment
period.

SUMMARY: NMFS is extending the public
comment period by 60 days and
announcing public hearings in
California, Washington, Oregon, and
Idaho on the proposed designation of
critical habitat for nine Evolutionarily
Significant Units (ESUs) of west coast
steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss).
NMFS is also announcing public
hearings on a proposal to de-list the
Umpqua River ESU of coastal cutthroat
trout (Oncorhynchus clarki clarki).
DATES: See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
for dates and times of public hearings.
The date of written comments on the
steelhead proposed critical habitat
designation is extended from May 6,
1999 to July 5, 1999. Comments on both
the listing and de-listing proposals are
due by July 6, 1999.
ADDRESSES: See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION for locations of public
hearings. Written comments on the
proposed rules and requests for
reference materials should be sent to
Chief, Protected Species Division,
NMFS, 525 NE Oregon Street, Suite 500,
Portland, OR 97232-2737.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Garth Griffin, (503) 231-2005, Craig
Wingert, (562) 980-4021, or Chris
Mobley (301) 713–1401. Copies of the
Federal Register documents cited
herein and additional salmon-related
materials are available via the Internet at
www.nwr.noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On February 5, 1999 (64 FR 5740),
NMFS issued a proposed rule to
designate critical habitat for nine ESUs
of west coast steelhead listed as
threatened or endangered under the

Endangered Species Act (ESA) (62 FR
43937, August 18, 1997; 63 FR 13347,
March 19, 1998; 64 FR 14517, March 25,
1999). Proposed critical habitat for all
nine ESUs is the current freshwater and
estuarine range (including all
waterways, substrates, and adjacent
riparian zones) below longstanding,
naturally impassable barriers (i.e.,
natural waterfalls in existence for at
least several hundred years) and several
dams that block access to former
anadromous habitats. Since the
proposed designation, NMFS has
received several requests for public
hearings in affected communities within
the range of the nine ESUs and is now
announcing the dates and locations of
these hearings. In addition, the agency
is extending the May 6, 1999 comment
period deadline by 60 days to allow
additional time for public hearings and
subsequent public responses to those
hearings. Hence, July 5, 1999, is the new
deadline for submitting written
comments on the steelhead proposed
critical habitat designation.

Also, on April 5, 1999, NMFS
published a proposed rule to list one
ESU of coastal cutthroat trout
(Southwestern Washington/Columbia
River) as a threatened species under the
ESA and to de-list another ESU
(Umpqua River) previously listed as an
endangered species (64 FR 16397). The
agency has received a request for a
hearing on the latter proposal but none
on the former. Therefore, NMFS is also
announcing public hearings on the
Umpqua River proposed de-listing;
comments on both the listing and de-
listing proposals are due by July 6, 1999.

Public Hearings
NMFS is soliciting specific

information, comments, data, and/or
recommendations on any aspect of these
proposals from all concerned parties.
Public hearings provide an additional
opportunity for the public to give
comments and to permit an exchange of
information and opinion among
interested parties. Department of
Commerce ESA implementing
regulations state that the Secretary of
Commerce ‘‘shall promptly hold at least
one public hearing if any person so
requests within 45 days of publication
of a proposed regulation to
list...species’’ (50 CFR 424.16 (c)(3)).
NMFS has received several requests for
public hearings in the areas affected by
the proposals and has made every effort
to accommodate the specific requests.
While the agency was unable to hold
hearings at every site requested, the
locations selected should be reasonably
accessible to most interested parties.
The public will have the opportunity to
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